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THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL

DECISION GE ~1'E UNITED CTATES
Wl HINGSCTON, O.C. aoxnas
FILE: 4 190638 DATE: December 20, 1977

MATTER OF: 1 1e Chlouber

LIGESBT:

As & general policy GAO wiil not
considar protestn filed by enploye<s
of disappointed offeror where offeror
itself does not protest.

Dale Chlouber has protested to ocur Offlce the award of
a contract by the Departmeuit of Health, Education, and Welfare
(HEW) to Kearney State Collaga (Fearney), Nebraska, for the
conduct of a tragining program for child developrient associates
(CYA) under the Head Start Supplamentary Training Program (HSST).

Tt.a documentsa rub.ltted by Mr. Chlocuber indicate that
Chadron siate Colleje (Chadron), Mr. Chlouber's emrloyer, was
a cempetitor for the contract in questior. Mr. Chlouber was a contributor
to "hadron's proposal and was director of the CDA program juring the
preceding year while it was being operated by Cl.ziiumt, Although
officiala of Chadron protested to HEW the award to Kaairney of the
HSST/CDA contract, no such protest by a college =fficial has been
filed witii our Office. There is nothirg in the record indicating
that .lr. Chlouber has been authoriced to represent the college.

Section 20.1(a) of our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R.
§ 20.1(a) (1977), provides that a party must bSe "interested"
in order that its protest might be considered.

We have recognized thit "To raise a legal objection
to the award of a Governmeut contract is a serious matter."

Service Digtributors, inc., (Reconsideration), B-186495,

August 10, 1976, 76-2 CPD 149. The requirement that a party be
"interested’' serves to incure a party's diligent participation in the
protesat process So as o sharpen the 1issues and provide a complete

record on which the correctness of a challenged procurement may be decided.



B=190638

To establish intersst, we require that a party be aufficiently
affacted by the procurement. In counsideration »f this vequire-
ment, we have stated that as a general policy we will not develoy
protests filed by individual employees of d.isappointed bidders o
offorors where the bidder or offeror irself has not protested.

A. Keuneth Bernier and C.J. Willis, B-186502, July 19, 1976,

76-2 CPD 56; John S. Connolly. Ph.D, B-138832, B-188846, May 23,
1977, 77-1 CPD 359, affirmed in Johr S. Connolly, Ph.D - Reccnuideration,
B-188832, B--183846, July 26, 1977, 77-2 CPD 52. We also have held
that A private individual who asserted "the assumed” right nf any
citizen 'to lcdge a formal protest” with this Office did not qualify
&3 an interested party within the meaning of our procedures.

Kenneth R, Bland, Consultant, B-1B4852, October 17, 1975, 75-2

CPD 242.

We do not consZdar Mr. Chlouber to fall within the class
of interested parties contemplated by our procedurea. Therefore,
we will not consider the protest.
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